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5 
IIN CE you have been pleaſed to be- 
> ſtow a Whole Preface upon my Cate- 

chiſms, which, you ſay, confirm every 
thing that Dr. Middleton has any- 
where ſaid, concerning the danger of ad- 
o pting the diſcipline of the primitive ages 
XZ of the Church, as @ pattern or rule of 

= duty to Proteſtants La]: Since you have 
declared, that Tradition has carried me to 
= the very confines of Popery, and prepared 
"= me as it were to ſtep into it, whenever a 
= proper occaſion ſhould invite [6] : Since you 
have repreſented my Principles to be ſuch, 
as among Proteſtants will ever produce the 
XZ worſt fruit, *when they take root in the 
= veſt minds; will corrupt the pureſt heart; 
male even the 7 of Men dangerous 
0 ſociety, and transform à pious zealous 

Xx Chriſtian into an enemy to his country Cc]. 

Since, I ſay, you have thought fit thus to 
greſs me up in Popiſh clothing, tho your in- 
Formation made me a Proteſtant Prieft Id]; 
A 4] Preface, p. iv. [b] p. xxxvii. [e] p. xxxviii, 
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you will, I doubt not, excuſe my trou- 
bling you with this Apologetical Epiſtle, 
by which I propoſe nothing more than to 
do myſelf juſtice, and candidly expoſtulate 
with you about your manner of proceeding 
againſt one, whom you are pleaſed to think 
an Loneſt man Cel, and of whom and his 
performance you have given ſuch a cha- 


raQter C/. in ſome reſpects, as modeſty for- 


bids me to tranſcribe, becauſe it is a better, 
Jam afraid, 50 cither Lor my book de. 
ſerve. 


I am ſurprized, after y your declaratian chat 


the plan of Chriſtianity, which I have 
propoſed, ſeems to be à fair and juſt re- 


preſentation 2 the diſcipline of the Pri. 


mitive Church, at your qualification of this 
candid acknowledgment with the follow- 


ing limitation, or "of ſuch a part at leaſt, 


as be thinks fit to recommend to the prac- 
tice of the preſent age Lg. It would have 
becn, Sir, but a-piece of common juſtice, 
and what one might naturally have expected 


from that critical exactneſs, which you re- 


quire in your adverſaries, to have produced 
ſome inſtances of this inconſiſtent partiality, 


with which you charge me. I profeſs; I 4 


| know of no part of the diſcipline of the 
Ancient and Univerſal Church, during the 
tour firſt centuries, that 1 have omitted: 


e] Preface, p. xxaviii. [I p fil, XXXViii, 131 p. iti. 
but 
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but I beg the favour of you to ſupply my 
deficiencies of this kind; and I aſſure you, 
that I will receive and recommend all your 
Cat halick additions, be they ever ſo agree- 


ing or diſagreeing with the practice of the 


Popiſh Roman or Proteſtant agb Church. 
You are pleaſed to allow, that all the 


rites and Frines, _ which. I have de- 


duced from my. main principle, are the 


eſſential parts of the Chriſtian religion, and 


of equal obligation with the Goſpel itſelf 
[4], if my main principle be true, that un- 
written Tradition, as it is exemplified by 
the Univerſal practice of. the Ancient Fa. 


'* thers and Churches, is of Apoſtolick Origin 
Z £071: And as you have urged nothing againſt 
What have ſaid in my Catechiſm i in ſupport 

XZ ofthis main principle, I conceive that I am 
not obliged to add any thing herein Defence 

_ of it, but ſhall proceed to expoſtulate with 


you concerning your frightful Charge of my 


being g Popiſoly affected, and Fanden man- 


ner of proving it. 
You could not "IS ignorant, Sir, that the 


word Popery, as it is generally uſed, has a 
very vague and undctermined meaning, is 
| frequently nothing more than the mere cant 
word of a party, and has often been applied 
by Schiſmatics and Fanaticks to the Church of 
Eugland herſelf; and therefore one might 
have hoped from the candour which you Pro- 


5 ibid. 1 0] ibid. 
| fels, 


feſs, a preciſe definition of what it really is, 
abſtracted from popular ignorance and preju- 


dice. For want of this we are quite at a loſs: 
becauſe ſome things, which you call Popery, 


are in reality pure Chriſtianity ; and others, 


that are univerſally taught and practiſed by 

Proteſtants, are rank Popery; which term 
1 have always underſtood to comprehend 
the new articles of Faith impoſed by the 


Church of Rome, the corruption of Worſhip 


introduced into her publick offices, and in 
ſhorr all the deviations of the Lirks from 
the Ancient Catho/ick Church, This is the 


true notion of Popery, and agrees entirely 


with that of Your [II own Church: for 
ſhe in her zoth Canon pon the ſign of the 
Croſs declares, © that in proceſs of time 
this ceremony was greatly abuſed in the 


et 
(c 


Church of Rome, eſpecially after that cor- 
< ruption of Popery had once poſſeſſed it. 


But the abuſe of a thing doth not take 
vhs away the lawful uſe of it. Nay, fo far 
was it from the purpoſe of the Church of 


England to forſake and reject the Church- 


es of Italy, France, Spain, Germany, or 
« any ſuch like Churches, in all things 


«© which they held and practiſed, that it 
« only departed from them in thoſe particu- 


"0 lar points, wherein they were fallen both 5 


4 That you profeſs yourſelf a member of the Church 
of England, is plain from your ſpeak: ng of the Saints days, : 


as marked in our preſent Calendar. . xxü. 
1 &« from 


<p 
= 
-. 
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from themſelves in their ancient integrity, 
« and from the Apoſtolical Churches which 


1 were their firſt founders.” In the ſame 
Canon ſhe is for © following the Primitive 


“ and Apoſtolical Churches 5 thinks it a 


fſufficient argument for retaining the ſign of 


the Croſs, that it was held in the Primitive 


Church, as well by the Greeks as the La- 
RT, with one conſent and great applauſe, 


“ as is ey Aent by many teſtimonies of the 
* ancient Fathers; and ſays, that ſhe has 
* purged it from all Popiſh ſuperſtition and 


< error, and reduced it to its primary inſti- 
* tution upon thoſe true rules of doctrine 


« 


which arc conſonant to the word of God, 


and the judgments of all the ancient Fa- 
g thers.” She elſcwhere orders her Preach- 


ers, © that they never teach any thing in 


a Sermon, which they would have the 


be people hold and believe, but what the 
Catholick Fathers and Ancient Biſhops 
* have collected from the doctrine of the Old 
** and New Teſtament” CI]: And laſtly ſne 
expreſly declares, that © doctrine and religion 
© were moſt pure for above four hundred 
** yearsaſter the time of the Apoſtles” [1]. 
Thus, Sir, you ſee, that Your Church's 
notion of Popery isthe ſame with mine : but 


you, on the contrary, ſeem to place it in 


agreeing with the Church of Rome in any 


Ml Bp. Sparrow's Collection, p. 237. 
en, of * Whicgifr, p. 98. 


doctrine, 
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dofine, practice, or ceremony whatever, 
whether true or falſe, material or indifferent, 
Primitive or really Popiſh, In purſuance of 
this falſe ſcheme you have, among other 
things equally to the purpoſe, condeſcended 
ſo low as to infinuate Popery even in the 
names of the returning times mentioned in 
my Catechiſm, tho they are only technical 
terms commonly uſed in eccleſiaſtical lan- 
guage. With equal reaſon and equity might 
I call your Proteſtant Church of England Po. 
piſh for ſtyling her Morning- ſervice Matins, 
and for uſing the words Kalendar, Litany, 
Advent, &c. for, (ro borrow your own 
1 0, expreſſion) theſc are Latin names acquired. 
E in the Romiſh Church Tn]. But what ſeemed 
| to me moſt unaccountable, Thad like to have 
ſaid diverting, was your quaint obſervation r 
upon my marks of the true Church, One, 
Holy, Catholick, and Apoſtolick, vig. that 
theſe are the ſame marks of the true Church, 
which the Papiſts have always alleged 
againſt the Proteſtants ſo]. Really, Sir, 
] muſt here, inſtead of any anſwer, bewail the 
loſs of your memory; ſince you ſeem to have 
forgotten, that theſe are the ſame marks of 
the true Church, which you have always re- 
| peated in your Creeds : however, Tamobli- 
| ved to you for giving me an opportunity of 
_ convincing you, that the abr and 


4 Preface, P. xvü. (9 4. p. V. a 2 
Co- 


l 


method of argumentation. 


ſtice may the 2! 
againſt all other Proteſtants for adminiſtring 


[9] 
Conſtantinopolitan Creeds are juſt as Popiſh 
as myſelf in this particular. 

I am forry to find, that your zeal againſt 
Popery has blinded. you fo far, as not to let 
you ſee the ſhocking conſequences of your 
For with the 
ſame juſtice, that you charge me with being 
Popiſtly affected, for recommending what- 


cver the Church of Rome has in common 


with the Primitive Church, tho at the ſame 


time I diſcard all her own particular errors 


and corruptions; I ſay, with the ſame ju- 
uakers prefer the like charge 


the ſacraments of Baptiſm and the Euchariſts, 


and the Lutherans and Calviniſts againſt the 
Church of England, for retaining Epiſco- 


= pacy, 
unfair in them, I beg of you to conſider, 


But if Auch a proceeding would be 


how you can excuſc yourſelf for acting thus 


by me. 


dare appeal to yourſelf, Sir, whether I. 


ſhould deal ingenuouſly with the Church of 
England, if I was to repreſent her as Popiſhly 


affected, by ſpecifying all the particulars, in 


| which the agrees with the Church of Rome, 
and at the ſame time ſuppreſs all her decla- 
rations againſt Popiſb errors. 
l as to ſet forth he danger of adopting her 
= conſtitution as 4 pattern or rule of duty to 
Proteſtants [p], becauſe {hc (cares, fol 


Suppole, that 


5 p. iv. 
ob 


(161 
the Church hath power to decree rites or ce- 
remonies, and authority in controverſies of 


faith; becauſe ſhe celebrates Feftzvals, and 


appoints days of faſting or abſtinence ; be- 
cauſe ſhe orders Surplices and Hoods, Albes 
and Copes, to be uſed in divine Serviee; be- 


cauſe ſhe conſecrates the Water at Baptiſm, 
- preſcribes Sureties, and retains the ſign of the 


| Croſs; becauſe ſhe adminiſters Confirmation, 
and teaches that the Body and Blood of Chriſt 
are verily and indeed taken and received by 
the Faithful in the Lords ſupper ; becauſe ſhe 
recommends Confeſſion, practiſes Abſolution, 
and beſtows upon her Prieſts at their ordi- 


nation a power 70 forgive ſims: 1 fay, were 


I to dreſs her up in theſe pretended Popiſb co- 1 


lours, and be ſilent as to all her condemna- 
tions of Romi/h innovations, ſhould I act 
like an honeſt man or a charitable Chriſtian > 


And yet I am ſorry to tell you, that this is 


the very method which you have taken with | 


© DE 


| In 2 word, Sir, King James the frſt's 


anſwer to Dr. Reynolds, at the Hampton- 


court conference, will always be a ſufficient 
anſwer to whatever you can object againſt 
any Church, for agreeing with the Church 


of Rome in practices that are really Primitive. 


Dr. Reynolds, you know, diſputing againſt 
the uſe of the ſign of the Croſs, urged that it 
ought to be ſuppreſſed, becauſe it had been 

Ye. ff. - 


tA ARE r 3 
; 3 OY 9 
1 - e 
* 7 


1 
75 
F. 
2M 
+ „ 
bh 
x 4 
1 
FR 
1 
3 
+72 
. 
_ 
,— 
© ky, 
I * 
e 
1 
5 
2 
KN 
bs 
"LY 
#) 
VB 
4 -> 
4 
T3 
F i 
** 
9 
$ 
N 
Wir. 
mA 
r 
"Hrs 
2 
* 
ng by 
25 
N. 
Eads 
* 
975 
2 
3 
LR 
LO Jas 
* 
* 
As 
« 
8 
PLETE 
RNS 
4 + 
= a; 
1 
* 
"$A 
ET 
e 
e 
% "of 
6 4-2 
BG 
as 
0.9% 
Bs 
1 
1 
1 
2 
2 VS 2 
1 i, 1: 8 
LE 
—— 
3 
a 5 
4 08 
# IS 
W . 
N 
U „ 
* 
Ws 
- "8 
25 
a 
- 
.Þ 
1 
- 22 
.. <A 
iy 5 
7 *1 * 
1 
1 
+, 
- 153M 
y * 77.080 
FM 
/ 
e 
» IJ 
1 RA 
, 25,28 
1 
7 1 9 a 
1 
3 44:4 
72 I 
go ** 
OT 
© 
LL 
TIE 4 
"> ex 
3 
. 1 ©, 
2 I bo ic * 
Shoe "I 
8 FN 
1 
_ 
"+ 
_ 
FE 
_ 
» = 
a l 
. 5 
9 
3 e 
0 
7 
- Ws” 
27'S 
_— 
9 
+ 
— 1 N 
« 6 
29 7 
5 
© 4 
8 
- i» x8 
-— RR 
+, ET 
— 
8 
* * 8 
Er $ 70 * 
3 
FF: 
„ 
2 
n 
1 
PS. , 
et 
2 8 5 5 
—4 2481 
1 
1 
oY 
1 
l 
„ 
N 
N 18 
„ 
y 
is Io 
ry, * 
*. 
Y 
ip 
7 


N 2 
* 9 — 45 4 FS? 
* "x 9 — c * 1 ws n 
% : Ar ends hand 0 r 
$4 : 4 þ \ 1 
* d 28 
ht \ 


{um ] 
carried to ſuperſtitious exceſs in times of 
M8 Popery, and inſtanced the caſe of the Brazen 
Serpent, which, tho' at firſt appointed by 
em authority, was yet afterwards beaten 
o powder by Hezekzah, becauſe it had 
dee abuſed to idolatry. The ſubſtance of 
the King's anſwer was, © That the objection 
« they reſted upon, made againſt them ; for 
( the ſuperſtitious abuſe of it in times of 
© Popery, ſuppoſing it true; is an argument 
© that it was commendably uſed in the ages 
prior to Popery. I have lived, [continues 
c the King, ] amongſt theſe men ever ſince 
= © I was ten years old; and nothing has given 
< me a ſtronger averſion to their Syſtem, 
than their peremptory diſapproving every 
A thing uſed by the Papiſts: this way of rea- 
ſoning I deteſt, For my part, [continues 
the King,] I know no way of avoiding 
the charge of novelty objected by the Pa- 
* piſts, but by anſwering, that we retain 
the Primitive uſe of things, and only ſtand 
off from the Innovations brought in by 
themſelves: but Dr. Reynolds's argumen t 
would bring us to renounce the Trinity, 
and many other fundamental points of 
belief, becauſe they are common to us and 
the Papiſts. Dr. Reynolds, Cſays the King 
with an air of pleaſantry, they uſed to 
=_ © Wear ſhoes and ſtockings in times of Pope- 
| B 2 | | Fi ct , 
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« xy, have you therefore a mind to 20 bare. 
.« foot; [F17, 

You muſt now excuſe me, Sir, if I com- 
plain of another piece of unfair dealing in 
you, and that is miſreporting facts. You 
ſay, that in the office of Baptiſm T preſcribe 
all the ſame ceremonies, which are now actu- 
 allypraftiſed by the Roman Church, tho with 
ſome little alteration, or the addition rather 
of more foppery and ' ſuperſtition, than is t 


be found in the Popiſh Ritual [r). Now 


this is ſo far from being true, that if you 


compare the ceremonies ordered by the 


Roman Ritual in the office for the Baptiſm 
of Infants, with thoſe delivered in my Cate- 

chiſim or preſcribed in my Collection of De vo- 
Tions; you will find, that out of Thirtcen 
which I have, the Papiſts want no leſs than 
Five, and of Eightcen of thcirs I have omit- 


ted Elcycn, beſides that I direct but One 


ceremony at the conſecration of the water, 
Whereas the Romaniſts uſe above a Dozen. 
l beg of you therefore to balance this ac- 
count, and to conſider calmly whether you 


have done me common juſtice. How could 


| you talk ſo without book? But I leave you 
to your own recollection, and proceed. 


From this compariſon, which I have re 


commended to you, will likewiſe appear 


[9] See Collier > Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory, vol. 2. p. 681. 
] Preface, p. vii, viii. 


the 
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[ 13 ] 


the falſity of your charging me with two 


ceremonies, vig. blowing ' thrice in the in- 


fant's face and anointing it on the jhoul- 
ders Ls]; whereas this Trine ſufflation and 


W anointing between the ſhoulders are not 
mentioned in my books, but are preſcribed 
in the Roman Ritual. Theſc are inadyert- 
= ences, unworthy of an accurate author. 
Vor next trip of this kind, Sir, is where 
you ſay, that all my leſſer ſacraments are 
nothing elſe but ſo many Popiſh ceremonies, 


NOW 00 Ne by that Church [L.]. 
1 am really ſurprized at your procceding, 


and ſo perhaps will you too, when I inform 
you, that one of theſe leſſer ſacraments, 4 
XZ raſte of milk and honey, is no Popiſh cere- 
= mony;. nay, it is not practiſed o7 the Roman 


Church. 


Your miſtake | in making me extend devo: : 
tions to e Cu] third hour of the night, is 
liimagine an error of the preſs, and I ſuppoſe 


that you wrote every third hour of the night. 


But, Sir, the moſt aſtoniſhing of all y your 


management is, that in order. to ſupport 
your charge of my Catechiſm's being calcu- 


2 lated for the introduction of Popery, you 

bring among other evidence no leſs than 
I welve particular points in the obſervance 
of which lentirely diſagree with the Church 
of Rome, but You and all Proteſtants con- 


(s) p. viti fs] p. xiv. [] p. xvii, 


form 
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141 + 
form with her in rejecting them. They ate 
the following: 
1. Turning to the Weſt and Eaſt [10]. 
2. The kiſs of peace [x]. 
A taſte of conſecrated milk and ho- 
By: Y: theſe three in the Baptiſmal Of- 
. 
4. Making the contents of the Ea 


riſtick cup to be neceſlarily Wine mixed Wit! = 5 
ö Wer . VV 77 


5. Infant Communion [a]. = 
6. The Agape orLove-feaſt C51. L 
7. Calling all the ſacred ceremonies of 
the Church Leſſer Sacraments [t)]., _ 
8. Ordering abſtinence from Blood Al. 


9. Making "all Saturdays, but Eaſter Eve, A '2 | 
n 9 
10. Making Wedneſdays, as well as Fri- 3 

days, Faſt-days [f]. 
11. Ordering all Chriſtians to offer and. 
receive the Euchariſt on all the g greater F eſti- 
r 
12. Praying ding on all Sundays, and 
on every day between Eaſter and Whitſun- 4 | 
day [4]. = 
1 could eaſily expatiate upon each of theſe 8 
heads; but] think it unneceſſary at preſent, 
ſince the barc Saales gue of them is Fnough | 


[ 


fi F. vii. [x] p. ix. 74 ibid. 7 p. Xii. 
0 ibi 
= 


K* p. xiii. 5 p. xiVv. . XX. 


p. xii. LF. P- neil U 5 xxiv. E 


* a - . * 


1 [45] 
to convince every one, that without conſi- 
X dering which of us is in the right, you are 
however, at the bottom, more Popiſily al- 
= iced than e...... 
F You will I hope pardon me, Sir, for com- 
F plaining to you of your artful dropping in 
profound ſilence every thing, which I have 
{aid in my Catechiſm againſt the New articles 
of Faith eſtabliſhed by the Council of Trent. 
As you were cxhibiting a View of my book, 
particularly with regard to Popery, it had 
bcen but fair to have told the whole truth; 
and ſuch behaviour might have been expected 
from the candour and fincerity of an inge- 
nuous man. But this would have ſpoiled 
your whole ſcheme; for then the Reader 
rauſt have been informed, that I taught, 
That the Church of Feru/a/em, not that 
* of Rome, was the Mother of all Churches 
[7] : That as St. Peter neither had nor 
_* exerciſed any power or juriſdiction over 
___ x © theother Apoſtles, ſo neither has the Pope 
nd IF © by divine right any juriſdiction over the 
un- © Biſhops of the Chriſtian Church [#J: 
' RX © That the Apocryphal books made Cano- 
* nical by the Church of Rome, are (till 
Apocryphal [J]: That we {ſhould pay 
no religious worſhip to any creature, and 
conſequently muſt neither pray to Saints 
and Angels, nor bow to Pictures or 
z Catechim, p. 141. [k] p. 142. [JJ p. 152. 
= VVV * Images: 
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Images Ln: That the Sacraments are not 


and the Euchariſt, and that all the ſacred 


Leſſer Sacraments, according to the ſig- 
nification of the word Sacrament in ec- 
cleſiaſtical language []: That the Eu- 
chariſtick Bread and Cup are not Chriſt's 


263 275 277, 281, 297 324. [p] b. 307. 
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exactly Seven in number, but there are 
Two only Greater Sacraments, Baptiſm 


ceremonies of the Church may be called 


Body and Blood in ſubſtance, bur that the 
ſubſtance of the Bread and Wine remain 
after conſecration Co]: That the Ruling 
part of the Church of Rome can never an- 


ſwer their behaviour towards their com- 
municants, in depriving them of the a 


cred legacy of our Saviour's Sacramental 
Blood ; that the officiating Prieſt cannot 


fulfil the dying commandment of his Ma- 
 ſter, without incurring the uncatholick 
_ cenſure of his ſuperiors; that tho it i 
pretended, that the People in receiving 
the Body do at the fame time receive the MM 
Blood, yet this is all mere human inven- 
tion; for it is evident, that our Saviour 
intended his Body and Blood to be offered 
and received in the Euchariſt ſeparate and 

diſtinctly from each other Cy]: That the 
uncatholick practice of the Prieſt's receiving 
* the Euchariſt himſelf alone, ſtill continues 6} 


[»] p. 181. [] p. 68, 69, 224. [o] p. 76, 77 
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© in the Church of Rome, which is a very 
great corruption |q] .” All this, I fay, 
the Reader muſt have been told; and then 
will anſwer for him, if he had either juſtice 
or charity, he could not have believed you 
afterwards, when you came to repreſent me 


as carried to the very confines of Popery, 


and prepared as it oi to jt fp mnto it, when- 
muite [Cr]. 

Thave now done with your Abſtract of my 

Catechiſm, and ſhall proceed to conſider the 


X crcadful conſequence, which you apprehend 


would flow from admitting my pure Primi- 


tive ſcheme, as 4 rule of faith and Yer 


to 1 [8]. 
In = 3 you ſay, the meceſſi, ity 
derived by a lmeal deſcent. 
from the Apoſtles, if acknowledged by all 
Chriſtians, as it is affirmed by this We 
would create incurable diſorders in all Pro- 


ant communities [tf]: Pray, Sir, what 


orders would it create in the Churches of 
England and Ireland? And as to the Luthe. 
raus and Catumiſts, they are already in Anti- 


ppiſcopal diſorder, the worſt that can befall 


a Proteſtant community; tho' even this may 
be cured by acknowledging the neceſſity of 


an uninterrupted Prieſthood from the Apo- 


ſtles, and procuring it from an Epiſcopal 
17] p. 305. (ri Preface, p. xxxvii. 0 p. XXL. 


mm FE PIT OF 
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Church. You go on: According to thit 


Principle, if the Prieſthood ſhould once fail, 
[I ſuppoſe you mean Univerſally,] the whole 
Chriſtian worſhip would be diſſolved at once, 
without the poſſibility of a renewal, but by 
a new commiſſion or revelation from heaven: 
Very true; and I defire to know what prin- 


ciple will procure a New Prieſthood in ſuch 


a caſe. But this uninterrupted ſucceſſion of 


Prieſts is allowed to the Church of Rome: 
Is it only allowed to the Church of Rome: 


Is it not alſo allowed to the Churches of 
Greece, Ruſſia, Aſia, Africa, in ſhort, 0 
all Epiſcopal Churches? No, it ſeems, it is 


denied by many to the Church of England: 


I know of none that deny it but Some Papiſts, 


_ who either through ignorance of our EH] 
hiſtory cannot, or through the blindeſt pa- 
tiality imaginable will not, judge fairly ofa 
fact, which may be proved as plain as the iſ 


Sun at noon-day. But however, ſuppoſing 
the Church of England to have this unin- 


&ES ö 
. 
. 


—_ 
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tcrrupted ſucceſſion, it is not, you ſay, / I 
much as pretended to by any other Church 


or Sett of Proteſtants whatſoever: So much | 


this fact; I rather believe, that they claim 


a ſucceſſion, tho through the hands of Pre 
byters, who, they maintain, have power to 


convey it, But as this is a fatal error in then 
= | „„ 


the more modeſt they, not to pretend to what 
they have not; but I queſtion the truth of 
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ſince none but Biſhops are inveſted with any 
ſach authority, I am afraid, Sir, your in- 
ference from their want of ſucceſſion is but 
too true, that conſequently among them nei- 
ther the Chriſtian Sacraments, nor any part: 
„„ the paſtoral office can be adminiſtred, 
= <:thout a jacrilegion 252 fanation, and im- 
| pous . of Chriſt himſelf. This dread- 
i" | ful condition of theirs ſhould therefore make 
them uſe their utmoſt endeavours for a ſpee- 
dy deliverance, and incite them to take 
Sanctuary in ſome Epiſcopal Church or other : 
for their /cruples need not drive them into 


the arms of that Church, in which alone, 
vou fay, they could be ſure of receiving the 


S 


75 3 | abſolution of their ſans from the hands of an 


Apoſtalick Confeſſor. What! Sir, is your 


ir. , 7 oteftetifm come to this at laſt? to aſſert, 
9 that abſolut ion of ſins from an Apoſtolick Con- 


8 /*//or is na where ſurely to be had but in the 
Church of Nome, for that is plainly the 
Church which you mean. Had I inſinuated 
any thing like this! But, pray, why may 
not theſe advantages be had in the Engliſh, 

Muſcovite, Eaftern, Erhijopick, or any Epi- 
icopal Church? Be p lcaſed to recollect, that 
biſhops and Prieſts l by them 
have all of them this power, tho pretended 


x | :<5byters in Anti. epiſcopal rebellion are en- 


tirely void of i it. 


„ 


hut this is not all: You obſerve, Secondly, 
from my plan of Primitive er rms cd how 
Tradition, inſtead of adding hight and illu. 
tration to the obſcurer parts of the Goſpel, 
ſerves only to perplex and obſcure 1t the more, 
by multiplying queſtions, ingraſting new doc. 
 rrine upon it, clogging it with tireſome ce- 
remonies, and converting it from a rational 
to a ritual ſervice [ul. I am ſurprized, Sir, 
to ſec learned men labour fo zealouſſy to de- 
cry the force of Tradition, when they know 


very well, that the very Scriptures are deli- 


livered down to us that way, and that there 
is no other poſſible Medium beſides this, 


which will prove, that thoſe holy books 


were really the works of the authors whote 


names they bear, or that they were written 


by the inſpiration of the Holy Ghoſt. How 
comes it to paſs, that Tradition, which 


teaches all languages, all arts and trades, can 


be of no ſervice to Religion alone? And yet 
Religion was conveyed by Tradition on!y 

for the firſt two thouſand years of the world. 
before any book of the New Teſtament was 
compoſed? Conſider, Sir; why did not 
our Lord and Maſter write himſelf? How few 
of his Apoſtles were authors, and how ſmall 
their works? Were they not written mere- 


ly upon particular occaſions? And can ary 


LJ p. XXI. 


Was not Chriſtianity delivered by Tradition, 
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man of ſenſe read the New Teſtament, and 


/ 

1 imagine it to be deſigned fora Code of Chri- 

1 ian laws? In ort, Scripture is a part of 
l, Tradition; and if the credit of the latter be 

e, deſtroyed, the former muſt ſink with it. And 
0. that Tradition adds light to the Scripture, 
2 is plain: for pray, Sir, how could a Few 
al without Tradition know which was really 
r, the Seventh day, tho' the Pentateuch told 
e him, that he Was obliged to obſerve it as the 
W | dabbath under pain of death? And how can 
i- the obſcure hints in the New Teſtament ſhew 
re the neceſſity of Chriſtians obſerving the firſt. 
is, day of the week, or of practiſing Infant-Bap- 
ks tiſm, without the clearer light of Tradition? 
2 And how can you ſhew, that we are not ob- 
cn WM ligcd to waſh one another's feet, but by Tra- 
y WW dition? I could fay a great deal more on this 
ch had: but TI refer you, once for all, to a de- 
an YI citive ſw] treatiſe upon this ſubject 3 z and 
ct vhen you have anſwered 1 it, I will talk far- 
'y BY ther with you, 

d. BY Burt you bring in the t of the Eucha- 
IN, rift, to confirm your reflection upon Tradi. 
ED Lion [x] 3 which, you ſay, zs 70 ſooner 
ot called in, than it envelopes 10 4 in 
vw bud, of myſtic darkneſs Ly; I willingly 
all 'ubmir this ro the judgment of every candid 
re- 

ny e Dr Brett's Tradition neceſſary to > explain and in- 


t ſbe Holy Scriptures, London, 1718. [x] Pre- 
pi. [7] pxxxii. 
| — reader: 
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reader: transforms it into a proper and pro. N 
pitiatory facrifice, offered for the dead, as c 
well as the living; Why, Sir, is it not 
plain from Scripture, that our Saviour offered. © 
at the inſtitution of the Euchariſt his Natura! 
Body and Blood, a proper and propitiatory al 
ſacrifice for the dead as well as the living, d. 
under the ſymbols of Bread and mixed Wine? 7 
| And is it not as plain, that he commanded 7 
his Apoſtles to do what he had done for a P, 
memorial of him? Why then all this out- . 
cry againſt Tradition? Oh! it declares the © 
Bread and Wine, as ſoon as conſecrated by b. 


the Prieſt, to be no longer mere repreſenta- te 
tives, or types of Chriſt's Body and Blood, RF '*t 
but converted, by the 55 of the Holy ML 

Spirit, into the ſame thing with Chriſt bins. 1 
felſ in power and energy, and to all intent: “. 
and purpoſes of religion, tho in myſtery, not . 
zn ſubſtance, And does not Scripture agree Mt ”* 
with Tradition in this point? Did our Sari. = 


our ever ſay, that the Euchariſtick elements MR #7 
Were mere repreſentatives Or types of his Bo- 8 74 
2 


dy and Blood? Did he not in the ſtrongeſt 
and moſt expreſs terms call them his Body 


and Blood ? Now if they are actually ſuch, 8 © 
as we cannot doubt if we believe him, they ba 
muſt be ſo either in Subſtance, which the ha 
Papiſts maintain erroncouſly, or in Power ll © 
and Energy, which is taught in Scripture as 
well as by Tradition, but which, becauſe it p. 


requires 


[ 23. ] 
requires ſome labour to believe it [2], you 
chooſe the caſier part and roundly deny. _ 
Fou cannot ſurely, Sir, but be ſenſible 
of your great partiality in repreſenting, that 
tho' Tradition affirms the mixture of Wine 
and Water in the Euchariſtick Cup to be of 
divine appointment, yer there is not 27 15 
mention of it in any part of the Goſpel, for 
that by the words of inſtitution it appears to 

have had nothing in it but Wine Ca] This 
was a ſtrange thing for you to aſſert, with- 
out the leaſt attempt at proof; when the 
book which you was then conſidering, pre- 
tended at leaſt to ſhew, that from all thoſe 
rules, by which we are to be determined con- 
cerning the ſenſe of any diſputed texts, our 
Lord himſelf inſtituted the Mixed cup, and 
= that by the words fruit of the vine he muſt 
= neceſſarily mean Wine and Water, and could 
not poſſibly mean Wine alone (6), 
As to your complaint, that 20 bring all 
infants, even of the tendcreſt age, to par- 
tale of the Euchariſt, is a practice, which 
mußt needs diſturb the ſolemnity of it, and 
= pate the attention of all who aſſiſt at 
ra; I ſhall only fay, that it is highly pro- 
bable at leaſt, that the firſt ages of the Church 
bad as great a regard to decency in religious 
2X worſhip, as even this very polite generation, 
{=} p. xxiv. [a] p. xxxii, xxxiii. [6] Catechiſm, 
- }17——322. (e] Preface, p. xxxii!, . 


i 


men EY a iD. an att. 3 22 


S3 aw W 


BE, 


and 


7 


[ 24 ] 


and affure you, Sir, that if you had the hay. 


pineſs of being a member of our pure Church, 
you would find, that the practice of this Pri- 
mitive cuſtom is not attended with the leaft 
_ confuſion or diſturbanceto the congregation. 


You artfully object, that 7he true and fil 


notion of the Euchariſt, delivered originally 

by our Lord, within the compaſs of two or 
three werſes, when dreſſed up in al ihe 
trimmings, with which Tradition has equy- 
ped it, takes up an hundred and fifty page, 
of my larger Catechiſin [4]. But, Sir, you 
ſhould have told your Reader at the fame 
time, that not above forty of theſe pages are 
ſpent upon Tradition; that fifty are beſtow- 
ed on the new point of Infant Communio:: ; 
that thirty are appropriated to the explana- 


tion of the Eucharitick Service; and that 
_ almoſt twenty are taken up to ſhew the na- 


ture of Sacrifice in general, from the prac- 


tice of the Jews and Heathens. So that thc E 


remaining fifty, conſidering all the particu- 
lars about which they fully treat, are, I will 


be bold to fay, the moſt conciſe treatiſe ex- 
tant upon the ſubject: But ſince you arc 
pleaſed to be ſomewhat tart upon my pro- 
lixity, for which I offered a decent apology, Wi 
pray what will you ſay to the author of the 
Plain Account, Biſhop Taylor, Biſhop P:- 
trick, Mr. Ketitlewell, and other Learned 
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Divines, who have publiſhed large book; 
upon this ſacrament? After all, if you had 
not been too much diſpoſed to cavil, you 
would have remembted, that every thing 
neceſſary upon this head, for the more ig- 
norant Chriſtian, was ſet down in the com- 
paſs of Two pages of my Shorter Catechiſm z 
and that yourſelf had recited from me my 
true and full notion of the Euchariſt in the 
few following words: It is à religious feaſt 
upon Bread and Mine mixed with Water, 
which have firſt been offered in ſacrifice to 
| God, and are become the myſterious Body and 
_ Blood of Chriſt Ce]; which, I think, has the 
| honour to be almoſt as ſhort as your own [/ J. 
Ĩgqcu obſerve, Thirdly, from this ſame 
hook, what is likewiſe notorious in the Ro- 
miſn Church, that Tradition, wherever it 
s admitted into a partnerſhip of authority 
with the Scriptures, inſtead of ſerving as 


; WL handmaid, has aways acted the Miſtreſ$, 


taken the lead, and got the aſtendant ſo far, 
as to eclipſe the credit of the written word, 
reduce it as it were to a dead letter, and 


| 3 | even baniſh it at laſt from the uſe of the peo- 


ple [2]. Here, Sir, I cannot but expreſs 
my ſurprize at your behaviour: for you 


== ci:rge me with conſequences, which, if 


_ ktue, would fall equally hard upon St. Pau! 
himſelf, who admitted Tradition into 4 


_ {oi x [7] p. x5 xxxii. [7] P. rv. 


o Purine 


[ 26] 


partnerſhip with the Scriptures, when he 
commanded the Theſſalonians to ſtand faſt 
and hold the traditions, which" they had 
been taught, whether by word or his epi. 
file LH. Beſides, what one paſſage is there 
in this ſame book of mine, that tends to b. 
niſb the Scriptures from the uſe of the peo- 
ple? Is ſhewing, that Tradition and the 
Bible agree, reducing the latter to 4 dead let. 

rer? And where have I echpſed the credit 

f the written word? Perhaps, you will 


juſtify your accuſation by your following 
words: Thus in the Primitive Catechiſm 
now before us, among all the various rites 
and doctrines laid down as eſſential for 


Chriſtians, for every ſingle one derived im 
mediately from the Goſpel, we may reckon 
twenty, I dare ſay, deduced intirely from 
Tradition. I aſſure you, Sir, I am of ſo 
different an opinion, that I dare ſay, ther 
is not one in twenty of the various rites and 


doctrines delivered by me, but what has 
ſome ground or foundation in the Bible : 


notwithſtanding which I freely acknow- 
ledge, that Tradition alone is to me a ſuffici- 
cnt authority for any Ritual obſervances or 
Modes of worſhip ; tho' at the ſame timc 


Tam very well ſatisfied, that all the articles 
of the Chriſtian Faith are contained in the 
Holy Scriptures. e 
(1 2 Tbeſſ. ii. 15. 
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27 1 
Lour laſt inference [i] is of the ſame na- 
ture, with what I have already conſidered in 
the former part of my Letter, and therefore 
1 ſhall ſay no more about it. 


F 
* 


' You have made an obſervation, that the 
Papiſts themſelves diſpute the Pope's uni. 
werſal Supremacy, and diſavaw and elude 
zhe divine (I ſuppoſe you mean the re/7270n5) 
worſhip of Saints [E]. I ſhall not contro- 
vert this fact with you, but only obſerve in 
my turn, that this inconſiſtent behaviour of 
Some Papiſts, in direct contradiction to the 
determination of their own Church, puts me 
in mind of Some Church of England men, 
= who diſpute, and diſavow, and clude the 
= Adodrine of Non reſiſtance and Paſlive- obe · 
dience, notwithſtanding its being ſo ex- 
preily taught and ſo ſtrongly inculcated in 
the fix homilics againſt Diſobedience and 
wilful Rebellig. 9 
Vou are pleaſed to ſay, that I have gone 
a4 far towards Papery as 1 could poſſibly 
4, while I retain the name of Proteſt- 
ant IJ. I aſſure you, Sir, if Lhad not ber- 
ter arguments to hinder me, your way of 
talking would drive me into the Church of 
Rome; and I wiſh, that you are not the un- 
happy inſtrument of ſending many perſons 
thither: As to the name of Prateſtant, I 


i] Preface, p. XXV. [„ p. xxxvi. (JJ ibid. 
LT obs e juſter 


never claimed it, and own that I have no 


1281 


juſter title to it t than to that of Papift * No; 


J diſclaim them both. CHRISTIAN 1 my 


Name, and CaTHOLICK my Sur- name. Ex 


cuſe me for uſing the noble ſaying of one 


of the Old deſpiſed Fathets. 


Well; but if I am not actually a . 


you charirably hint, that I am upon / 


very confines of Popery, and prepared as it 
were to ſtep into it, whenever a proper occa 
fron ſhould invite Lin]. In anſwer to this] 


ſhall only ſay, and pardon me, Sir, for fay- 
ing it with ſome little reſentment, that if 


_ ever that inviting occaſion ſhould offer, 


flatter myſelf that all who know me, do ſin- 
cerely believe, that even Dr. Middleton, 
with all the burning Zeal which he has ſhew i 
in his Letter from Rome and his Introdu. 
ctory Diſcourſe, is at leaſt as likely to turn 
Papiſt as myſelf. 
As to an union with the Church of Rowe. 
which you ſeem ſo terribly afraid of being 


brought about upon any conditions what- 


ever; if you had ſeen my Collection of De. 
 votzons, at the end of which is printed An 
Eſſay to procure Catholick communion upon 
Catholick piinciples, you would have found, 


that my propoſal for union, was as much 


calculated for the Lutheraus and Calumiſt-, 


as for the Papiſts; and that upon ſuch terms, 


as no reaſonabic Chriſtian can refuſe. For, 
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as the Learned Dr. Brett jultly — 
1 am well aſſured, that from the begin- 
ning of the Goſpel of Chrift ro the time 
of the council of Nice, and long after 
during the fourth century, the Catholick 
Church all over the world was united in 
one holy doctrine, diſcipline, and man- 
ner of worſhip. — The only means to 

remove diſunion, is by every Church's re- 


turning to a cloſer union with the Primi- 


tive Church in doarine, diſcipline, and 
worſhip: For as the Church never was ſo 


ſtrictly and firmly united as in the Primi- 


tive times, and particularly about the 
time when the council of Nice was cele- 
pbrated; — ſo if cver the Church be as firm- 
ly united again, it muſt be upon the ſame 
principles and practices. The Church ne- 
ver was united but upon the principles and 
afages, which obtained at the time of the 
Nicene council; and we have therefore 
good reaſon to believe, that it never can 
he united, but upon thoſe principles and 


uſages. That Church then, which ſhall 


irlt reſtore all thoſe principles and uſa- 
ges, may be juſtly ſaid to lead the way 
Accordingly. 
| have in my Catechiſm reſtored all thoſe 
; 1 and in my Collec lion of Devo- 
Dr. Brett's Independency of the Church upon the , 
State, , Incrpduction, p. 77 8, 9 18, 


to Catholick union [2I.“ 


tons 


Mo) 


tion all thoſe alias, and have thereby led 


the way to Catholick union: God grant 


ethcrs to follow it. 


I muſt indeed own myſelf obliged to you, 


Sir, for the favourable perſonal character 

o, which you are pleaſed to allow me in re- 
lation to my integrity and moral behaviour, 
which I heartily. wiſh I may anſwer; but 


there is a particular of another fort, which! 


am ſorry to ſay J cannot help taking notice 
of in a different manner. You repreſent 
me, as dis efted to the preſont conſtitution 
of Your Proteſtant Church, and conſequently 
to the preſent government, on which its ſe- 
curity depends [p]. Now if by Tour Pro. 
teſtant Church you mcan the Church of 
England, I aſſure you, that I am ſincerely 
well-affected to her, as far as ſhe agrees with 
her own declarations, cited in the begin- 
ning of this Epiſtle, of following the Dolan; 3 
tive Churches: but I cannot help wiſhinz 
her perfectly reformed, according to her 8 
own rule, from all Papiſh and Calvmiſtica! 
errors and defects; and if this is being 4% KM 
affected to her preſent conſtitution, 1 Freely 3 


confeſs, that I am ſo. But pray, Sir, what 
has this to do with the Statc? If difaffettion 


to the Church of England muſt neceſſarily 
be attended with diſaffection to the preſcn: 
government, what will you ſay for your 
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Proteftant friends the Diflenters? After all, 
why did you drag the preſent government 
into this controverſy? I am ſure, that my 
Catechiſm had not adminiſtred the occaſion 
for any ſuch proceeding. I wiſh, that the 
narrow fpirit of Party-zeal did not, in this 
inſtance at leaſt, get the better of the Gen- 
tleman and the Scholar: and I am afraid, 
XZ chat this officious, if not malevolent, hint 
at my political opinions proceeded as little 
X from a pure and pious heart [9], as your 


inſinuating afterwards, that I am an enemy 


to my country Lr, a charge which I could 
eaſily retort; but I forbear, and ſhall only 
ſay, that PRO PATRIA MORI is a maxim, 
which, I have ſo much vanity as to think, 
= would be put in practice with as much rea- 
Adineſs and chearfulneſs by me, as by your- 
ay ET eden if 2 


I have now conſidered every thing mate- 
tial in your Preface againſt me, and I hope 
with equity, impartiality, and good manners, 


leave the Publick to judge between us, 
and am, Sir, 5 „%% COLEY 


our Well-wijher and humble Servant, 
4ih May, 1748. eh . D. 
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Full, True, and Comprehenſive View of Chrifiant 7 
Containing a ſhort Hiſtorical Account of Rejj« 

gion from the Creation of the World to the Forth 
Century after our Lord Jeſus Chrift : As allo, the Con. 
plete Duty of a Chriſtian in relation to Faith, 'Practice. 
Worſhip, and Rituals, fer forth Sincerely, Without regard 
12 2 yMogern Church, Sect, or Party, as it is. tive} Lit 
N oly Seriptures, was ere the Apoltles, and 
E by the' Univerſal Church 6f Chriſt during tte 


Four Firſt Centuries: The whole Nec, and fully hd 


down in Iwo Catechiſms, a Shorter and 2 Longe 1 ach 
divided into T'wo Parts; whereof. the one comprehic d, 
the Sacred Fliftory, the other the Chriſtian Doctrine 
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city; and calculated for the Uſe of Children; and the 
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